Ccbhb/do

OHIO PUBLIC WORKS
COMMISSION OPWC Use Only
77 South High Street - 16th Floor Application ID Number | Project ID Number
Columbus, OH 43266 — —

MO DAY YR MO DAY YR

A.P PLICATION fOl' PROJECT S[IPPORT Amount Requested Amount Approved

5 $

SECTION 1 - APPLICANT INFORMATION

1.1 LEGAL APPLICANT/RECIPIENT: 1.3 CONTACT:
Name_Mayor Bon Apking . : Name__Brian Humphress
Organization Village of Evendale Title Admin. Assistant to Mayor
Address—10500 Reading Road Address_10500 Reading Road
City & Zip—Evendale, Ohio 45241 Evendale, Ohio 45241
Phone_ (913) 563-2244

1.2 DATE SUBMITTED: MO DAY YR

6 22 89

SECTION 2 - PROJECT INFORMATION

2.1 TITLEOFPROJECT: Reading Road Improvements Project

2.2 BRIEF DESCRIPTION . 2.3 LOCATION (include area and population
This project is a complete rehabilitation Reading ﬁéad a(ﬁ'éct;d) 4u2)—para11el
of roadway, including curb removal and to I-75, approx. 0.85 miles

replacement; storm drainage improvements; between St. Rt. 126 and Evendale,
base & joint repair; asphalt resurfacung, S aronv;.lle border. Population

lighting & signage replacement; site restjoration. A ffpoted: 46,566
24 PROJECTTYPE:  |77------ Estimated Costs in Appropriate Column(s), $ - --««---
' Replacement Repair Expansion New Other (Expl.)
Road 620,196 940,000
Bridge
Water Supply
"Wastewater Treatment Facﬂlty
Sanitary System
Solid Waste Disposal Facility
Stormwater System 217,200
Flood Control System
Other (Explain) .
2.5 PROJECT STATUS AND SCHEDULE
Estimated Start Date Estimated Completion Date
Preliminary Design Jan. 1., 1989 August 31, 1989
Detailed Design and B1d Documents __August 31, 1980 Jan, 31, igag
Site Related Tuly 15 1989 : Now, 30, 1989
Construction Bid Process S Feh. 1 r 19970 March 31, 1990
COﬂSthCth[l S April 15, 1990 June 30, [EENE




Appn. No. Project No.

SECTION 3 - FUNDING INFORMATION

3.1 ESTIMATED COST:

Administrative and Legal $ 25,000 Construction § 837,396
Preliminary Engineering 50,000 Equipment and Facilities
Site Related 100,000 Conﬁngencigs included in Const
Construction Engineering 205,000 Other (ExplainBETTERMENT__940,000
(includes Inspection) TOTAL § 2,157,396
3.2 PROPOSED FUNDING:
Category Amount Percer
Federal/State : 3
State only -
Local Special Income Tax Fund 1,737,396 80%
Other (explain)
OPWC District/Grant 420,000 20%
3.3 OPWCASSISTANCE REQUESTED 3.4 TYPE OF OPWC FUNDS:
Grant (100% of funds in years 1 and 2) $ 420,000 X District '
Loan (Beginning in year 3) ——— Emergency
Debt Support (Beginning in year 3) Small Government
Credit Enhancement (Beginning in year 3) ~ Water/Sewer Rotary

3.5 DESCRIPTION OF APPLICANT'S EFFORTS AND ABILITY TO ASSIST IN FINANCING THE PROJECT:

The residents of Evendale voted to increase the earnings tax by 0.2%
for roadway capital improvements. Unfortunately, the cost of the project

has out-stripped the available funds. The 'Village -has-no-other funds
available for the project, which would force the Village to delay the
|_project if funding request is denied.

SECTION 4 - APPLICANT CERTIFICATION

4.1 The Applicant Certifies that:

"To the best of my knowledge and belief, dats in this application are tme and correcy, an mveatory and a five-year plan of capinl improvement nesds and
priotities has been completed in compliance with R.C, 164.06(C), the documents hive been duly anthorized by the goveming body of the applicant, and the
applicant will comply with required assuranees including minority hiring, Buy Obio, prevailing wage, and other assnrances provided by law.”

Certifying Representative: Signature: . Date Signed
(Type name and title)

| _Don_Apking, Mayor @ﬁ\ Q’Q/Q*'vc(, 4 / Z fj/ 57

SECTION 5 - DISTRICT COMMITTEE CERTIFICATION

5.1 The District Integrating Committee for District Number Certifies that:

The Committee has selected this request for assistance 1o be submined o the Director, OPWC, with specific consideration having besn given 1o infrastrucure
repeir and replacement peeds of the district, age and condition of the system, ability 1o genemiz revenue, importance of project to health and safety, local
ability to finance, availability of faderal or other fonds, adequacy of plaaning for project, adzquacy of a S-year infrastrucrure plan by the subdivision, project
cost, and allocation limits of Distrier (Secs. 164.05 and 164.06 B of ORC), and, if requested by Director, OPWC, the District will provide within 5 days
evidence sardxfactory ta the Director that the foregoing considerations have been made.

Certifying Representative: . , e: Q% [ Date Signed
nd tirl
B AT e o bk b, A bl A e |
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June 21, 1988

Mr. Randall F. Howard
Director, Ohio Public
Works Commission
77 South -High
Suite 1629 _ '
Columbus, Ohio: 43266

“Re: Villagérof Evendale
" Reading Road Improvements
Useful Life Requirements.

Dear Mr. Howard:

In accordance with Section 164-1-13 of the Revised
Code, I hereby certify that the Reading Road improvements
shall be designed in accordance with generally accepted
engineering principles.and practices within the State of
Ohio and taklng into account both the specific climate -
and other environmental ' - conditions . . of = the
infrastructure’s site as well as the infrastructure’s
full, anticipated design use loads. I also certify that

the proposed improvements shall be constructed to prov1deAf

a useful life expectancy in excess of twenty years.

’Slncerely, , AL
SAVAGE, WALKER & ASSOC .y INC: "

O/l m/é%

'Carl D. Walker, P. E.
Village Engineer

CDW/art



County of :'!Hatmtlinn

DONALD C. SCHRAMM, P.E.-P.S. COUNTY ENGINEER

700 COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING
138 EAST COURT STREET
CINCINNATI, OHIO 45202
GENERAL INFORMATION (513) 632-8523

FROJECT SELECTION CRITERTA AND PROCEDURE

To fairly select projects for formal submission to the Director of the
Chio Public Works Commission or the Administrator of the Small Government
Capital Improvements Commission and to comply with the reguirements of
Division (B) of Section 164.06 of the Ohio Revised Code by considering each
application in light of the specific factors stipulated therein, the District
#2 Integrating Committee adopted a numerical point rating procedure developed
by a team of registered professional engineers.

A1l applications for assistance under the State Issue #2 Infrastructure
Financing Program were evaluated by a support staff of registered professional
engineers in accordance with the adopted rating procedure including on site
verification of need and project eligibility. A listing of all projects in
order of descending numerical rating was compiled.

Each applicant received notification of the numerical rating of their
specific projects and were given opportunity to comment on and question the
point values assigned to each factor.

The staff and ultimately the District Committee took into consideration
valid comments and gquestions received. A reassessment was made and where
justified, adjustments made in the numerical ratings. A final listing of
projects in order of descending numerical rating was compiled. Based on a
maximum rating of 115 points; prOJect ratings ranged from a high of 88 points
to a low of 43 points.

Beginning with the highest rating, each project was voted on by the
Integrating Committee. The final list of recommended projects was determined
and finialized when the sum total of infrastructure funds (requested for
projects receiving the necessary seven (7) votes for approval) approximately
matched the level of infrastructure funds anticipated for the District.

The project herewith attached received a rating of 55 .

Respgstfully submitted,

W%/m«a

Donald C. Schramm, Chairman
District #2 Integrating Committee
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Tausie

APPLICATION YEAR: 1989

STATE OF QHIO

INFRASTRUCTURE EOND PROGRAM

DISTRICT 2 HAMILTON COUNTY

PROJECT APPLICATIGN
o REVISED AS REQUESTE

oo Lorhod P i)

Jurisdiction/Agency: Village of Evendale Population {1980).: 1,954

Project Title: Reading Road Improvements Project

Project ldentification and Location: Reading Road runs parallel to T-75 through

the Village of Evendale. The portion of Reading Road which is included in this

this project is approximately 0.85 miles in length, between Glendale-Milford

Road and the 'Sharonville/Evendale boriﬁi.
Type of Project: Rehabilitation

¥
Replace E] Betterment Ea

(Mark more than one box if there are expansion elements such as 2
lane bridge being replaced with a 4 lane bridge)

Explanation of Betterment Elements of Projectx: Part of this project will

include widening the roadway to allow median strips and turn lanes; also,

some landscape improvements are planned.

Road [E] Bridge [:J Flood Control System (Stormwater)[ij Water Supply Systems[:]
Solid Waste Disposal Facilities [:] Waste Water Treatment Systems [j
Storm Water and Sanitary Collection Storage & Treatment Facilities []

Detailed Description of Projectss: Complete rehabilitation of roadway, including

curb removal and replacement; storm drainage improvements; base and joint repair;

resurfacing with asphalt concrete leveling and surface course; lighting ang

signage replacement; and site restoration {see attached preliminary estimate).

Type of Issue 2 Funds: District 2 EE Small Government []
Water/Sewer Rotary Ej Emergency E]

* See definition of Betterment attached.
t#Attach additional sheets if necessary.

Fage 1



Is this a roadway, bridge, or stormwater project? YES, roadway

If State Issue 2 funds are awarded, how soon would the opening of bids
occur after project approval? Approximately 9 months-

M Explain in definite statements and dates the adequacy of the planning
far the project and the readiness of the applicant to proceed should the
project be appraoved. As a minimum list, the LENGTHS OF TIME to complete
the following: - .

a) Selection of Cansultant (if applicable), N/A
b) Preliminary development or endineering. N/A
c) The preparation of qetailed construction plans, 3 _months
d) Right of Way acquisition (if applicable). 6 months

(Please note that right of way acquisition is
a time consuming process). :

e) Utility coordination 2 months

Using averages where necessary, what is the condition of the
infrastructure to be replaced or repaired? For bridges, base condition on
latest general appraisal and conditien rating. '

B Include a brief statement of condition and deficiencies of the present
facility such as; inadequate superstructure (bridge), surface type and
width, structural condition of surface, berm width, grades, curves, sight
distances; drainage structures, - sanitary sewers. When condition is not
accurately ascertainable, use age of facility. - List the age of the
infrastructure ta be repaired or replaced using ane of the following

categories: less than 20 years, 20-29 ears, 30-39 years, 40-49 years, 50
years or older Condition of the roadway is considered "Poor" by our

analysis; four-lane, asphalt surface, ranging in width from 44 to-

60 feet; see attached for structural defects; last major repair/re-

surfacing done 50+ years ago.

How will the proposed infrastructure activity impact the general health
and welfare of the service area, including convenience and quality of
life? .

M Discuss the following items pertaining to the project thefore and after
the completion af the project) as thoroughly as possible.

a) Emergency response time - for example, are vehicles currently required
to use alternmate routes delaying emergency response time? pAlternate routes

are not required at this time; traffic will be maintained during

construction with minimal time loss; better road should improve

response time.
b) Detour characteristics - for example, are the alternate routes adequate
to handle the additional traffic and loads of a detour?
As Reading Road is the main thoroughfare in Evendale, alternate

routes are not desirable. 1-75 does. offer an alternative way

through Evendale, but is not usable to better reach Evendale
destinations.

Page 2



c) Additional User Costs ~ The additional distance and time for the users
to travel the detour or alternate routes, For those using Reading Road
through Evendale to reach another 1Gcaticn, I[=75 OFfTGTE pErhaps

an_even quicker and less coetly alternative Thas i
an Evendale destination will not need to use a detour.
d) Adverse impact on adjacent businesses ~ How does the existing detour or
the proposed project have any impact on the adjacent businesses?
Reading Road runs right through the heart of the Evendale business
district. The improvements will be very beneficial to the business

district, and the impact of the construction, though considerabie,
will he minimized Ly the maintenance of traffic

Are matching funds available? (i.e. Federal, State, MRF, Local, etc.) To
what extent of anticipated construction cost?

M List the type and amount of funds being supplied by the loeal agency.
This amount may be from local, Federal, State, Municipal Road Fund {MRF),
or other sources., Explain additional funding through other sources being
applied for or received for the project. Also, explain any need to
accumulate funds for construction at a later date. Complete LDCAL FUNDING
SOURCES on Page 5.

B The local agency shall supply a minimum of 10% of the anticipated
construction cost. Additionally, the local agency shall pay for all costs
of engineering, inspection of tonstruction, right of way, and the
betterment portion of the project. Complete ESTIMATED COST OF PROJECT,
on Page 3. '

How will the proposed infrastructure activity impact the public's safety?

M Include a brief statement indicating how the activity will impact the
public safety. For example, will the activity reduce the number of
accidents? Accident records should be attached where applicable. List
whether an existing bridge is functionally obsolete or structurally
deficient (This informatiaon may be obtained from City, County or State

where applicable); or will the addition or improvement of storm sewers
reduce accidents on a roadway or bridge. NO major accidents have occurred

as a result of the roadway conditions, although storm drainage

problems have created some traffic problems.

Has any formal action by a federal, state, or local government agency
resulted in a partial ban or complete ban of the use or expansion of use
for the invelved infrastructure?

M Are there any roads or streets within the proposed project limits that
have weight limits (partial ban) or truck restrictions {complete ban}?
Have any bridges had weight limits imposed on them (partial ban) ar truck
prohibitions (complete ban)? Have the issuance of new Building permits
been limited (partial ban) or halted (complete ban) becasuse the existing
storm/sanitary sewer or water supply system in a particular area is
inadequate? Document with specific information explaining what type of
ban currently exists and the agency that imposed the ban.

There currently are no limitations or restrictions on the usage of

Reading Road.

Page 3



What is the total number of existing users that will benefit as a result
aof the proposed project? Use appropriate criteria such as households,
traffic count, daily users, etc., and eguate to an equal measurement of
users.,

B For roads and bridges, compute current Average Daily Traffic and
multiply by 1.2 occupants per car (I.T.E. estimated conversion factor) ta

determine users per day, Documentation should include recenmt traffic
tounts. Where the facility currently has any restrictions or is partially
closed, wuse traffic counts prior to restriction. For storm sewers,

determine the approximate number of residents within the area drained by
the storm sewer under consideration. Based on Ohio Department of

Transportation records, 38,805 vehicles (or 46,566 users) travel

Reading Road through Evendale each day.

Does the project have regional impact? (How many jurisdictions will hbe
served or will benefit from this project?)

M Determine how many Jjurisdictions will significantly benefit from the
project, Try to determine the service area of the project, using
destination studies and other methods of documentation as available.

Reading Road serves the Greater Cincipnati area: this particular

section connects the villages of Reading, Evendale, and Sharonville.

The number of users indicates that Reading Road serves a multi-

jurisdictional population.

The applicant has conducted a study of its existing capital improvements
and their conditions. A five year overall Capital Improvement Plan (that
shall be wupdated arnnually) is attached or on file with the District 2
Integrating Committee for the current year or shall be submitted by March
31 of the program year. The Plan shall include the following:

a) An inventory of existing capital impraovements,

b) A plan that details capital improvements needs during the next five
years and,

€} A list of the political subdivision's priorities in addressing these
needs.

The attached Form 1 shall be completed for those projects which are being
gsubmitted for Issue 2 funds.

Page 4



11.) PROJECT SCHEDULE

ACTIVITY
Consultant Selection (if applicable)
Preliminary Engineering Completed
Detailed Plans Campleted
Right-0f-Way Acgquired (if applicable)
Contract Let

Construction Completed

TARGET DATE

N/A

N/3a

10-1-89

12-1-89

3-1-90

4-1-91

i2.) ESTIMATED COST QOF PROJECT

ACTIVITY ISSUE 2 FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS

Planning, Design, Engineering {1004 Local) % 150,000
Right-0f-Way/Real Property {100% Lacal) § _ 125,000
Inspection of Construction {100% Local) % 105,000
Construction and Contingencies ] 420,000 ] 417,396
Betterment Portion {100% Local) % 940,000

Subtotal % 420,000 $ 1,737,396 *
Grand Total (Issue 2 Funds PI1us Local Funds)e..esessesennrnnnn... o 2,]}?7,396

LOCAL FUNDING S0URCES

Municipal Road Fund (MRF) % -0-
State Fuel & License Funds :] -0~
Local Road Taxes % -0-
Local Bond or Operating Funds $ 2,157,396
Misc. Funds (Specify) % -0-

Total Local Funds $ 2,157,396 *

** These numbers must be identical

Page 5




CAPITAL TMPROVEMENT PLAN tAttach to CIP Issue 2 Funds only)

LOCAL ABILITY TOQ PAY

Expenditures

A. Previous Capital Budget (Circle One) For Infrastructure Projects*

Appropriations’

As % of Total
Resources

1385 9__228.500
1986 $1.,711,209

1987 $3,498,884

B. Projected Capital Expenditures (same as "A") For Infrastructure Projects*

Appropriations
“'-'--_

5 % of Tokal

1988 $4,000,754

1989 §2,725,000

1990 $2,900,000 (est.)
Briefly explain any significant reduction (103 or more)} in projected expenditures or
appropriations for 1988-90 as compared to actual expenditures or appropriations for

previous years. (It is the intent of Issue 2 to SUPPLEMENT local capital funds, not
REPLACE them.) Years '87 & '88 are higher than the others due to collecting

funds_in '86 but not spending them until '87 & '88.

* Use only funds expended or appropriated for construction COMNTRACTS.



14.) AUTHORIZATION

The applicant hereby affirms that local funds will be providéd if this
project is selected.

Note: Attach with application
any photographs, reports, plans or
other available data on the

project. .
Village of Evendale Dom CLYV&*“ﬁ

Signature >
10500 Reading Road Don Apking
Name
Evendale, Ohio 45241 Mayor
Address ‘ Position
513 ) 563-2244 Village of Evendale
Phane (Work) Local Jurisdiction/Agency

Contact Person: Brian Humphress, Administrative Asst.

Page 7



DISTRICT 2

PROPOSED 5 YEAR CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

(ISSUE 2 FUNDS ONLY}

Village of Evendgle. Ohio

PROJ.|PRIORITY | PROJECT NAME |TYP  PROJECT LOCATION, LIMITS CURRENT| DAILY |  TOTAL | ESTIMATED [-— — — — — oo 0 L002 _

NO. PROJ OR BRIDGE NO. CONDITION| USERS | PROJECT (CONST. COST IS CONST.) CAN PROJIAMOUNT OF

(For | _ Pl U""wor  lmaLy !  cost | IFUNDED IN{ BE mip | ISSUE 2 |

STAFH | | | BRIDGES |TRAFFIQ INCLUDING | | OVERALL | EARLIER | FUNDS *

USEl | _ | | USE F.O.X 120 | PE. AND | 5 YEAR [WITH ISSUE[NEEDED AS

| _ “ _ | OR 5.0 | _ R/W | _ CAPITAL i 2 FUNDS | % OF “
IMPROVEM' CONST.

] | 1 1 I | 1 | I i 1 COST
“H”"“""H""""H“"""H""""H"”"ﬂ""""”""H“""“"""”"""”""”“”"””H"HL
FUNDING YEAR 1983 | i 1 | I i 1 ! | |

R I P 1 _ [ ] I 1
]Ilulfuwﬁﬁﬁ@@Eﬁﬁ%@ﬁﬂﬁﬁ@%@ﬁﬁmmmIL@@P&@%%MMﬁ@WEI!UJ@ILA%IHﬂﬁl i
I N —4&_3) _Sharonville border ;| — — 7| . |$837,3%6 | T o T T T T
- —— -+ £ | Bvendale Drive fmproventsy 2ASharon to Glen.Milf. V.Poor I,R7 §322.365 AR R =R A
R N —_—— — e e | JE— — ——— —_—— —_—— — —— — —_—— -
FUNDING YEAR 1990 l“ L_v __ : |_w |“. “I l“ u H T
HHHHHHUMWWWHWWWWWHHUMH@%@H@@HMHH@M@MH@M@@@H@@ﬁ@DM%HLHﬁHLH@HLH
T T T Feading o morovenenta |G conies homt 15 K I8 i el GO YR IS T ZR o
I R N S U S ———
— = + = = 1 -+
FUNDING YEAR 198 . P _ _ _ | _ | _ i
ﬁHHMHHuHHHHHHHHHHHHuHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHUHHHHHHHIHHHUHHHUHHHHHHHM“
e N i D rllL[lFlI!IFIIlL!IlLIIIPI[IJ-
e A ]
. i R R -t ——— 1]
FUNDING YEAR 1992 i _ | _ _ i _ | I |
HHHMHHUHHHHHHHHHHHHUHJHHHHHHHHHHIHHuHHMHHHHTHHHUHHHUHHH#HHHLH
O N R DU SO I At i S
T I R R S A O I SN S
e e ot S — 1]
FUNDING YEAR 1993 I ! | _ _ ] _ | _
T T T T e e —— o i e et ———j———a4————
IH4HHMHHHHHHHHHHHHUHJHHHHHHHHHHTHHHHHMHHHHTHHHHWHHUHHH4HHHJ”
S D S S L . I - .- --o--C-1--~-1
—— S __llll_lllmilIITIIEI_JIII_IIILIIIL-
: ! i I

IDENTIFICATION CODE

" NAME OF JURISDICTION / AGENCY

{Ses oliachmenl 5}

FORM | 1 ]0-13-88
TYPE_PROJECT TYPE PROJECT
|.BRIDGE _ ISUFFIX}
F.0.-FUNCTIONALLY OBSOLETE
5.D.-STRUCTURALLY DEFICIENT A -~ REHABILITATION
2.ROADWAY B - REPLACEMENT
3.5TORM WATER
4.WASTE WATER € - BETTERMENT
5.WATER SUPPLY
6.S0LID WASTE DISPOSAL
7.FLOOD CONTROL
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£ 49
ASPHALT PAVEMENT RATING FORM

-
STREET OR ROUGHT 725:/4/) e /\)O
LENTH OF PROJECT /.2, 500

A0 CITY 0R county EVEND A/

WIDIH __ 4/ /5 fp!
PAVEMENT TYPE s PHAe T DATE Sgus,. 1989

FOUR L gwes

(Note: A rating of -0- indicateg defect does not occur)

DESTRESS/DEFECTS RATING
Safety Problems ., KL T I | R | =2
Progressive Deterioration R o I | =L
Structura].Distress‘--...................... 0-13 3 )
Functional Distress Crrtrtrrtiriiseesrinane [~ 3 A2
Storm Water Capability trrerttisievensieenes 0 = 3 =2

Sum of Destress/Defects ) /(

Rating: ( "O" ig good;j 15 is very pour)‘

- .

12 15

Good * Fine Poor

Very Poor




T

PAVEMENT DEFECTS/DISTRESS

STREET ?{:‘AD I //aﬁ/)

ASPHALT

CONCRETE

(If any of the defects/dlstress appear in the street place x on line)

Alligator Cracking

x__ Base failure
Bleeding

Berms ,
X Bumps & Sags

%. Block C’rackJ.ng

Blow-up buckling
Comer. breaks
Corner Breaks
Corner Breaks
Divided Slab

Drainage Storm Water

HIII

Durability Cracking
Corrugation : Faulting

~, Curb & Gutter repairs o Joint Seal Damage
Curb/Gutter (New) ' Lane/Shoulder Drop-off
Collapse of pavement - Linear Cracking

¥, Depression ‘ Utility Cuts

X Drainage Storm Water
Dron Offs

Patching Distress

Fdge Cracking Polished Aggregate

Excess Asphalt

|I|

]

Popouts
Joint Reflection Cracking Punmping
Longituduial Cracking Punchout
Patching : Railroad Crossing
X Pakching Utility Cuts callng

Polished Aggregate

Potholes

Railroad Crossing
%__ Reflection Cracks

Rutting

Raveling

Rigid Pavement

Surface Irregularltles

Shoving

5linpage Cracking

Swell

Subgrade Distress
__Y¥__ Surface Roughness
Y Transverse Cracking

IH

palling Corners
Spalllng Joints
Voids under Concrete

HH
|

|

IIHII

COMMENTS 1 (/?é'(amlﬂFNDED Vekpamis BY! Javace « Warken /7550, 1

 ThcommempED  DeSian CHANGE  PEE Wavor & Courvert

ﬂ”l’a wrr gD A7ront

' S |
?D/?guéwwxz/ Cosr (SrimATED 3, 497, 0
;EJGHT‘-—A’-LJAY

LgrpSCAPIVE - 503‘; D¢
UIATER A€ g ﬂ/ff‘fé‘—‘ S
oTHeTE -~ #,000,00

WNOTE SeEe ATTACHEDEY ' SHEST



SUBMITTAL CHECKLIST

JURISDICTION/AGENCY : Vtuage, @p EV%
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: KZ@/QLM @%F@U@V’@%

LOG NUMBER: EVE P£Pg0o32 -2A073

YOUR REQUEST FOR STATE ISSUE .2 FUNDING HAS BEEN REVIEWED AS TO
COMPLETENESS. ITS STATUS IS AS FOLLOWS:

SUBMITTAL PORTION COMPLETE INCOMPLETE
STREET/INFRASTRUCTURE INVENTORY ‘///

(Due March 31, 1989)

FORM 1 ~ FIVE YEAR PLAN
FOR ISSUE 2 FUNDS ONLY v/
(Due February 13, 1989)

FORM 2 — FUNDING APPLICATION v
(Due February 15, 198%9)

FIVE YEAR OVERALL CaPITAL
IMPROVEMENT PLAN ( INFRASTRUCTURE) b/
(Due March 31, 198%9)

CERTIFICATION OF MATCHING FUNDS % U/
(Due February 15, 198%9)

* Certification refers to applicant signing "AUTHORIZATION" (Page
6), which assures that the necessary matching funds have been
certified for this purpose AT THIS TIME, rnot that they might be
available in the Tuture.

prgeS ,
COMMENTS/EXPLANATIONS: (N Form) ZJA% [OQ:?// 74%4@‘7 M‘éﬁ

Terve 2 Eunde v fwu@bnz@%m& onTingencies
Aoz bt correopond 104 Sth. 22 |hste d ou

7

Torm | {amont ot 1sus 2¥inde, needled 42
a % ot consrudbuh (o

55 ﬁf{/ﬁ



FORM 4
9/29 /88

APPLYING JURISDICTIONS/AGENCIES: NOTE THAT THIS FORM IS BEING OFFERED FOR
INFORMATION PURPOSES ONLY. IT WILL BE FILLED QUT BY THE SUPPORT STAFF, BASED

ON INFORMATION SUPPLIED ON APPLICATION FORMS.

OHID'S INFRASTRUCTURE BOND PROGRAM (ISSUE #2)

DISTRICT 2 - HAMILTON COUNTY
1989 PROJECT SELECTION CRITERIA

JURISDICTION/AGENCY:  Vllrce of Evewonis

PROJECT IDENTIFICATION:
Eve 5902 -ZALR

‘\/t-':f‘— DG (JA‘\MC) Laa F’)rﬁb\,)f’mmm’

4726000  Lssues 2 oA
PROPOSED FUNDING: 2 980 000  Opersmos Wwms  9g 9
4,.400',000.
ELIGIBLE CATEGORY:
é%?hi}&Jmﬂ £27ukh{ﬁ+ﬁ370pa
POINTS
20 1. Is this a roadway, bridge, or stormwater project?

20 points - Yes
0 points - No

1O 2. If State Issue 2 funds are awarded, how soon would the opening
of bids occur after project approvai?

15 points - within six months
10 points - six to 12 months
0 points - over twelve months

é%:;é 3. Using averages where necessary, what is the condition of the
- infrastructure to be replaced or repaired? For bridges, base
condition on Tatest general appraisal and condition rating.

CONDITION
10 points - Closed
8 points - Poor
6 points - Fair - Ay »
4 points - Good FAES pEE ~§?d§7jd

/é£{<:;kzcﬂﬂ€,/ﬁ/21é?

= e



15 f§ 4. How will the proposed infrastructure activity impact the
- ’ general health and weifare of the service area, including
convenience and quality of life?

10 points - significantly
7 points - moderately

4 points - minimally

0 points - no impact

|0 5. Are matching funds available? (i.e. Federal, State, MRF,
Local, etc.) To what extent of anticipated construction cost?

10 points - more than 50% 429 002

8 points - 40-50% | Boo 000

6 points - 30-39% RZ2T OO0

4 points - 20-29%

2 points - 10-19% |-B00 029 91

. 7 2T OO ]
é{%? Efyf%. How will the proposed infrastructure activity impact the
pubiic's safety?

20 points - significantly
14 points - moderately

8 points - minimally

0 points - no impact

C) 7. Has any formal action by a federal, state, or local govern-
mental agency resulted in a partial ban or complete ban of the
use or expansion of use for the involved infrastructure? This
includes reduced weight 1imits on bridges.

10 points - complete ban
5 points - partial ban
0 points - no action

|10 8. What is the total number of existing users that will benefit as
a result of the proposed project? Use appropriate criteria
such as household, traffic count, daily users, etc., and equate
to an equal measurement of persons.

10 points - over 10,000 people
7 points - 5,000 to 10,000 people
4 points - less than 5,000 people

(O 9. Does the project have regional impact? (How many jurisdictions
will be served or will benefit from this project?)

10 points - major regional impact (4 or more jurisdictions)
5 points - secondary regional impact (2 or 3 jurisdictions)
;;EEF’// 2 points - Tittle or no regional impact (1 jurisdiction)

Sw@g @ tmEraveas e oo i 9 Qnﬁc.i
O

TOTAL POINTS chichume N Ak o - 2
a—/q’—i Sh%e%ﬁ  my 12;:.492: ,{4?{?;?1 _ w?uf/m? %Acfﬁﬂwf;&gﬁ:@é/
MILL\AE:“_L_.. & K/L'Z-.Jaql»..“a 2-2o- ) 2l veﬂ[{]&.&m %5 O mA s Uem:wz,a_

. e e —y ;‘“‘;\ o
-’%ﬁﬁj ("/:’,/_‘;-;{,J s :’..‘::‘ .:i‘Z - //‘fz = ' -J :::?
Reviewer Names - Date




